io   CORPORATIONS, KINDRED ORGANIZATIONS
Among the particular reasons for emphasizing the corpo-
rate elements of these mixed types, is the fact that on the
existence of such entity aspects may depend a decision whether
a personal law is to be ascribed to a business organization.
Then too, significant conflicts problems are produced by the
diversity of legal conceptions according to which parallel or-
ganizations are differently classified. For instance, mercan-
tile partnerships are regarded as legal persons in the French
doctrine, followed in Belgium, Italy, Spain, Portugal, Brazil,
Mexico, and most other Latin countries, whereas Anglo-
American, German, Swiss, Dutch, Argentine, and other
courts prevailingly regard partnerships under their respective
laws as mere aggregates of individuals.
Modern theory has paved the way to do justice to every
one of the many types of combined structure. If doctrinal
prejudices are avoided, it will become possible to formulate
the conflicts rule applicable to partially corporated bodies.18
It is significant that in the legal language of all civil law
countries one finds a single comprehensive term to embrace
corporations, partnerships, and all intervening types, such
as French societes, Spanish sociedades, Italian societa, German
Handelsgesellschaften. In the documents of the Pan-Ameri-
can Union, sociedad is translated by company, a term recently
much employed in England and in bilateral treaties in the
same broad meaning. In this country, the term business as-
sociation reflects the feeling, which appears universal at
present, that all these types are functionally and analytically
related.
3. Public Legal Persons
States. From Savigny's time, the generally accepted view
has been that recognition given to a state according to the
rules of public international law, implies recognition of its
13 See infra pp. 100, 115, 116.